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r. thought proper 10 advertize the Reader, touching this | 
| [mail Tract, that it was occaſion'd by an accidental Diſ- | 
eourſe, tbat paſs u in Company between the Author, and a © 
Presbyter ian Miniſter ; which, leaſt it might be miſrepreſen- 


ted by thoſe that heard it, who were all of the ſame Per ſwaſß- 
on, and therefore might be reaſonably preſum'd' to pronounce 
upon it, in favour of their own Party; He drew up the fol- \| 
laming Hints ( being, for the main, the ſame in Subſtance that | 
be then urg d) with a Defign to impart them in Writing, to 
one of the Company, in order to be I. him communicated to the l 
whole Society, that ſo they might be the better able to form a to 
Judgment of what had paſs d in that ſhort Debate. But ba- 
ving ſince bethought himſelf, that. whatever he ſhould offer in. | 
this manner, would be ſtill in danger of being _— | i 
and being wit hal encourag d to hope, that a brief Collection of th 
this kind, might prove of ſome uſe to others, as well as thoſe C 
it was firſt intended for ; be, upon theſe Conſederations, was Ei 
induc d to commit it to the Preſs: And now gives way to a [da 
ſecond Impreſſion, to ſatisfie the Importunity of ſome Gentle- foi 
men that requeſted it of bim, with the preceding Account of | 

ings This 19 appear i Feen, 
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' A ſhort VIEW of the Controverſy about 
Epiſcopacy, and our Church Communion, &c. 


Perſons of your perſwaſion, and, us of the 
Eſtabliſh'd Church, being Epiſcopacy, and our 
Church Communion : I thought, I cowd not 


Touring, to {et you right in this matter; and 
2-116 BY] therefore have ſent you the following Hints, 
e þ upon each of theſe, in their Order; in relation 
a to which, the only requeſt I have to make you is, your careful, 
1 and Impartial peruſal of them. | 4 

- Io begin with the Firſt. Upon this head, I ſhall egdeavour to 
F prove, that Biſhops, as far as concerns the Eſſentials of their Office, 
„ Are an Order ſuperior ta Pre sbyters, by Apoſtolical Inſtitution. And 
this appears to me, in the firſt Place, Ao the Government of the 
le T hurch, which, in the Primitive ages, was, all the Chriſtian World 


as 


Eſtabliſh, no Temporal Power to ſupport it; as hath. been abun- 
4 {dantly * prov'd, and is generally own'd, by the ableſt Advocates 
e- {for Presbytery. | | 1 

of Now 1t cannot be conciev'd, that all theſe ſeveral Churches, 


lo far diſtant from each other, ſhould conſent in this ove Form 


Church government, if they had not received it, as they did 
„ = 4 * ., the 


* 'See Biſhop Per/cn's Vindicie Ignatiaræ, p. 1:4 Bhd the Principles ef the Cyprinick Age with 
the Vindicati-not it / : 


— 


H E 7wo general Heads in debate, bet we en x 


do you a more friendly Office, than by endea- 


over, Epiſcopal ; and that, when there was no general Council to 


— 
. 


to an Uſur 


but in Government, the caſe is quite otherwiſe ; for this being a f 


the Faith, from the Apoſtles. . it is morally impoſſible, that 
they ſhould all confpire together, to alter the Primitive and Apòôſto- 55 
lick Conſtitution; and if they had, how came it to paſs, that we 
find no Notice taken of it, and no oppoſition made againſt it, but 
all the 3 tamely parting with their night, and ſubmixting 


Indeed in Hoctrine, Errors may, and have been introduced, by 
aue inſenſibly upon weak and ignorant Minds; and ſometimes 
ave arriv'd to a conliderable Head, before they were diſcover'd; 


publick matter of Fuck, and as ſacl, viſible and well known to 
all-; When once EftabliſÞ'd, no alteration could be wrought in tt, 
at leaft without notorious Broils and Diſturbances. For it is not 
to be ſuppos'd, that Perſons impower'd by Chriſt, would willing 
fy part with their Authority, or that the — would Uſurp it, 
in thoſe Days of Perſecution when they, of all Men, were the 

moſt expos'd to the rage and fury of their mercileſs Enemies; or h 
Katy, that the Chriftians of tlioſe beft, and pureſt _ Ages, would 
be acceſſary to ſo vile a forgery, without any 1emptation, or tetfipo-! 


ral. Encouragement to ſet about it. | | 
Since therefore, theſe manifeſt abſurdities are otherwiſe unavoi- 
dable, it "muſt neceſſarily follow, that Biſhops are an Order ſupe- 
ror to Preshyters, by Apoſtolical Inſtitutibn: An Inſtitution, e- 

ually binding in all Ages, as appears from the very nature of it; 
or one eſſential A# of it is commiſſionating Miniſters in Chriſt's , 
Church, which can only be done eſfectuaiy in the Method that 
1 hath prefcrib'd for it, and for that reaſon muſt be unalter- 
ou io , CEN ES 1 „ \ 
And if the Epiſcopal Order, though of Aepoftolical Jnſtitution, tr. 
may be alter d by human Authority, why may not that of Pres- 
byters, and Deacons be fo too? Which would end in the utter 
Ruin, and ſubverſion of ef the Chriſtian Church. Now admitting 
the truth of theſe premiſes iz. That the Epiſcopal Order is o 
Apoſtolical Inftitmtion, and that perpetual, and wunalterable, the 
con- 


I 


hat Tonſequenee is unavoidable ; that it muſt derive it's original from, 
to- hr Saviour. RE | | e's 
we For to have Iſſued out Commiſſions in his Name, and Conſti- 
but tured the principal Officers in his Church, without his Warrant: 
ng and Authority, had. been ſuch a flagrant inſtance of Preſumption. 
Freachery, and Uſurpation, that it wou'd be a mandfelt Injury to 
their ſacred Character, to impute it to em. 
7 But to return. As it appears from the Government of the Church 
d; that Biſhops are an Order ſuperior to Presbyters, by Apoſtolzeal 
a Puſtitution : So does this appear, Secondly, from 4 conſtant practiſe 
to * it. 74: : | 
For it is obſervable, that when ever a Presbyter was promoted 
rot to the Epiſcopal Office, he was always Conſecrated, or Ordain d for 
18- this End, the familiar language of Antiquity, for the making of 
n Biſbop; which plainly thews, they were ever held to be two di. 
ind Offices, For if they had been but one and the ſame Office, 
a re-ordination would have been, not only needleſs, but altogether 
ald unlawful ; and therefore, as the Ordination of a Presbyter, advan- 
ces him to an Order ſuperior to Deacons, ſo, by parity of Reaſon, 
muſt that of a Biſhop, advance him to an Order ſuperior to Pres- 
-Ibyters, and make him a Member of a diſtinct Colle fa all 
pe- other Miniſters, or Church-Officers whatſoever. And that this 
e- was the Practice of the Church, in the Apoſtles. days, is acknow- 
t ledg d by your own Writers, in the *caſe of St. Paul and St, Bar- 
ts zabas, who were Ordain'd according to them, having been Tea- 
at ſchers, or Presbyters long before. en 
er- But we need not inſiſt upon this tacit Conceſſion of our Ad- 
ver ſaries, in the caſe before us: For it is no argument of the con- 
on, trary, that it is not- recorded in Scripture. For neither is it re- 
es · Parded there, that any Deacon was Ordain'd a og % and yet 
er no body can rea ſonably doubt of it; and we have the ſame Evi- 
ng ſdence in Church - Hiſtory for both of them : And particularly, the 
01 moſt 
he | 
n- 
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moſt ancient . Canons, commonly call'd Apoſtolical, prefuppoſe 
this, as the common practice of the Church, long in being before 


them. 


and fo univerſally, if it had not been an Apuſtol ick practice. 


But for the clearing of this Argument, from the Exceptions that 
have been made againſſ it, I mult refer you to the Excellent Au- 


thor. of the Original Draught of the Primitive Church, p. 168. &c. 


3, To theſe reaſons, from the Government and Practice of the 
Church, may be added, Thirdly, plain Evidence of Scripture. For 

ere we find the Apoſtles, by vertue of the Authority our Saviour 
had conferred upon them, John 20. verſe 21. not only Ordaining and 
Hees Presbyters themſelves. but conferring the ſame Power upon 
othbts ; one inſtance whereof is Timothy, and Iitus; who, that they 
rene with theſe powers, appears from St. Paul's directi- 


them, about b Ordaining Presbyters, and Deacons; r-prov- 


fs. 


755 and recieving accuſations againſt Presbyters, and others; and 


i Eetdfficd cenſures upon offenders. And it is obvi- 
dus tc remark, . 

e. we find no Authority committed, and no direc- 
t 4 given, about the management of it, but to Timothy only ; 
which to me, is. a convincing argument, that Presbyters were not 
then poſſeſs'd of it; eſpecially when there is no plain Evidence, 
either from Timothy's Ordination, which St. Paul mentions as. per- 
fo*m'd by the laying on of his * own Hands, or his > Charge to 


_ the, Presbyters at Miletus, which denotes no more than their over- 


fight over the Laity, or from any other Paſſage in Holy Writ, that 

any mere Presbyter did ever exerciſe theſe Powers, as has been clear- 

ly demonftrated by ſeveral learned Men. 21 

Nor does it by any means follow, that a Biſhop and Precbyter 

are of one and eh ſame Order, becauſe they have the ſame Quali- 

fications; for Deacons are requir'd to have the dſame hae" 
| | | Wit 


4 see Canon 1. cum Bever. Annot. b 1. Tim. 5. 19, 27. Tir. 1. 5. 2. 15. al. Tim. * 14. 2 Tim. 
5+: . b Ac. 20. 28. c See Mr. Thomas's reply to Mr. fames Owens ; and the Biſhop of Bangor his 
defonce of Epi ſcopacy. d 1 Tim. 3. 2, 12, 5 


Now, it can hardly be conceiv'd, how it could obtain fo early 


ark, that there were ſeveral Presbyters, then ſettled at 


S e ws 


with Biſbops, yet no body will 
Order; much leſs will it follow, becauſe the Greek word for Biſh- 
Jop, in Scripture, frequently denotes a Presbyter, that there is no 
diffe rence between theſe Offices ; for if «his were admitted for rea- 
ſon, it would equally prove, that there is no difference between an 
Emperor, and his General; for the word, Imperator, is common to both 
of them; or between an 
les themſelves are often call 
reverſe, as you may read, Rom, 16. 7. 


6 


affirm, that they are of the ſame 


Apoſtle, and a Presbyter, for the —— 
d Presbyters in Ser ipture, and on the 


And tho? ſeveral general Offices are common to Presbyters with. 


I Biſhops, yet does it no where appear, that thoſe Peculiar Powers 
of Orda:ning and ruling the Clergy, as I have already obſerva, 
were ever committed to any mere Presbyter. 
common Offices, there was this. remarkable difference between 


And even 1m thoſe 


them, that Biſhops alone could perform them, by a» abſolute Power, 
others only by a power derived from them; and therefore in ſubordi- 
nation to, and in-dependance upon them. | 

And fince we find, that theſe were always diſtinet Offices, it is 


but trifling to cavil about words; there being nothing more com- 


mon than to obſerve words, of a general ſignification at firſt, re- 
ſtrain'd afterwards to a more particular meaning: An Inſtance 
whereof is the word, Paroikia, which firſt ſignifying a Dioceſe, came 
afterwards to denote a Pariſh. And things being always before 
words, the Epiſcopal Office muſt of neceſſity have been in the: 
Church, before the general word Biſhop, came to fignify ſo particu- 
larly, which was, as appears by Ignatiuss Epiſtles, in a little time 
after the death of the Apoſtles. | 

If it be objected againſt Timorhy and Titus, that they were Evan- 
geliſts, and Temporary Officers, and therefore no juſt Precedent for 
Biſhops, T anſwer, . 

Firft, that it does not appear that any Evangeliſt, as ſuch, could 
exerciſe theſe Offices, but juſt the reverſe of it. For Philip was an 
Evangeliſt, yet, when he had converted and Baptiz'd the à Samari- 

wp We tans, 
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a name frequenly uſed in the Language of b Antiquity to denote Biſb- 


tans, his Authority reaching no further, the Apoſtles are ſent to l 
Hands on them; not merely for conferring miraculous Gifts upon them 


(for it is no way probable that theſe ſhould be offer'd to a whole 


City) but either for Confirmation, or Ordination of Minifters, or | 


both, as is moſt likely. 
Seconaly, that they might be Evangeliſt, and yet Biſhops not- 
withſtanding; the one, as they Preachd the Goſpel, and conver- 


ted Infidels; the other, as they Ordained Miniſters, and governed 
the ſeveral Churches committed to their Charge reſpectively: An 


inſtance whereof is St. Mark, who was an Evangeliſt, in the higheſt 
ſence of the Word, and yet ſupreme Church-governour, or Biſhop of 


Alexandria, as Euſebius, St. Jerome and ſeveral others of the Ancrerts | 


teſtify. . And that they were not Temporary Offices, at leaſt in 
this laſt capacity, appears from Church Hiſtory, which gives us an 
account of ſeveral ſingle Perſons, which ſucceeded Timothy in his E- 
Piſcapa) Office. And our Saviour's promiſe of being with his 4- 
poſtles, to the end of the World, neceſſary implies a Sacceſſiou in 
theſe Apoſtolical Powers, for this could no otherwiſe he, than by their 
lawful Szcceſſors ; and if they had Succeſſors in Preaching and Bap- | 
titing rag not in Governing, and Ordaining Miniſters, which is an 
Act of it. ny Mi 

But that this may be the more manifeſt ſtill, I beg of you to con- 
ſider, S2condly, the Angels of the ſeven Churches in the Revelation; 


ops, and accordingly they were generally held, by both Ancients 
and Moderns, to be the Biſhops of thoſe Churches : And to confirm 
this opinion, the beſt d Hiftorzans agree, that Polycarp was one of 
them. And we have an account of ſeveral other Bilhops, in theſe 
Blaces, at leaſt very near this time: Which, together with the Ei- 


les inſcribed to each of them, in the * Number, clearly proves & 


that they were not a colleftive Hod), but particular Perſons. And 
chat they were not Teuporary Officers, in the nat ure of a Preſident in 


bs Bip J C bBingham's Antiquity vol. 1ſt. c Poole Synopſis Billons perpetual Coon 
men. 4 A FF. Uther, Cave Dupn. 888 
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Council, or a Chair-Man in an Aﬀembly, is no lefs Evident, becaufe, 
deſides that they were Officers for Life, we find * here the care of the 
Churches committed to them, and the faults of other Perſons, Cler- 
"By as well as Laity, laid to their Charge; which plainly evince their 
| cep Aathority. For how could they be accountable, for the 
Doctr ines and Practices of any, but ſuch as had been Ordained by 
„ them, or were at leaſt committed to their Care and Government! 
i land here, by the By, we have a plain inſtance of fixed Biſhops. 
\n | Laſih, to obviate an object ion commonly made by your Party,(v7z) 
t that a Scripture-Biſhop is no more then a Miniſter of x ſingle Congre- 
of C, I ſhall add one Inſtance more of this kind, and that is 
its St James, Bilhop of Jeruſalem, as he was conſtantly reputed to be, 
in in all Ages ſince. And this may be ee, from his preſiding in 
an e Council held there, in which ſeveral of the Apoſtles were preſent; 
E. from St. Paul's nameing him before St. Peter and St. John, the lead- 
ing Men among the Apoſtles, and d mentioning the Brethren that 
came from Him to Antioch; and particularly, Rene account we 
have of him with his Presbyters, in the 21ſt of the 4#s. And when 
we conſider the vaſt number of Chriſtians in this great City, how 
no leſs than f£/ve Thonſand were Converted at one Sermon, with the 
three Thonſand that had been converted before, and thoſe prodigi- 
dus multitudes that were afterwards ſucceſſively added to them, 
. fas you may read in the Second, Fourth, Fifth, and Sixth Chapters 
of the Acts: It cannot in reaſon be ſuppoſed, that all theſe made no 
ws more than a ſingle Congregation ; eſpecially, when they had not 
-m the Temple, or any other publick Place to meet in, but held their 
of [Aſſemblies in private Houtes, as may be gathered from the account 
eſe we have of their breaking bread from Houſe to Houſe. But for fur- 
iſt ther ſatisfaction in this matter, I refer you to Dr. H. Maarice a- 


ves lgainſt Mr. Clarkſon ; and ſhall only add, that if a Biſhop, at that 


nd time, was no more than a Presbyter now, there muſt have been 4 
ia (change in the Government of the Charch, which to aſſert is ground- 
un. leſs and unreaſonable, as I have already proved. 

and Up- 
1 —— 3 


2 Rev. 2. 10. 15. 10. For further ſatisfattion upon this Head you may oonſult a late excellent 
Tract Entitul'd An account of Chuich Government and Governours d Gal.,z, 9. 12+ 


10 
Upon the whole, I think it plainly appears from Seripture, that 
Biſhops are an Order ſuperior to Presbyters, by Apoſtolical Inſtitu- 
tion. p . 
But tho' we had not inconteſtable Evidence of Scripture for Bi- 
ſhops, yet ſhou'd you acquieſce in it; for I am fully perſwaded, that 
you admit of ſome Iaſtitutions, upon no more than equal Evidence 
of Scripture, as Infant Baptiſm, and the Lord's Day; and others upon 
far leſs, if any Scripture Eyidence at all, as your Lay Elders, Claſſes 
and Synods: And it is unreaſonable to demand a more expreſs ac- / 
count of this matter, before the Jo Settlement of Churches, which |; 
Y 1 
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the Acts of the Apoſtles, the only ſacred Hiſtory we have of theſe 
Times, gives us no Intimatiops of = 
Nay, had it not been recorded in Scriptare, ſince it was a matter 
of Fad, and as ſuch eaſily apprehended, and by it's conſtant uſe, as 
1 ealily tranſmitted to Poſterity; This would have been no more a |; 
juſt exception againſt Epiſcopal Governmezt, than it is againſt the | 
F Canonical Books of Holy Writ ; but this we only barely ſuppoſe, but |. 
i by no means grant, having already, I conceive, abundantly proved | , 
the contrary. | 1 

And as it appears from Scripture, that our Saviour committed | 
the Government of the Church to his Apoſtles, and that they dele- Dy 
cated that Ordinary part of their Authority to particular Perſons, Iſo 
who were ſince diſtinguiſhed by the name of Biſbops, ſuch as II- Ir 
| mothy, and Tits, the Angels of the Seven Chinches, &c. ſo have we, J, 
it Tone hi, the whole current of Antiquity to atteſt this Succeſſion of Nt i, 
1 fene: Perſons, in the Government of the Church, with a particular ſin 
5 account of thoſe that ſucceeded the Apoſtles, in all the Churches that I. 
| we have any Records of; which, ſince it is not conſiſtent with my ſto 
3 intended brevity, to giye you a juſt Narrative of, I muſt refer you 
| to, Þiſbop Bilſon's Perpetual Government, and only lay before youſm- 
T theſe three following Hints. „ 
©» Euſcbias, in his Hiſtory, gives us a large Catalogue of Biſhops, 
and reckons up ſeveral Succeſſions of them, from the Apoltles dow. s 
to his own time; and Tertullian, long before him, appeals to 3 he 
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ſucceſſions, as what the very Hereticks themſelves could not deny; 
| ng HY SIREN TID 391 Þ 


And,. { ELF - ; 9 21 10 UT anne 3 Ugg 
Iraneus, who convers'd with Pyhcarp, St. John's Diſciple, ö ſays 


expreſly, That the Apoſtles left them t hei? Fucceſſors, and deliver d up 


to them their own Authority and Juriſdiction, and all this withour 
the leaſt Intimation oſ any other form of Church-Government. 
Hence it is, that Biſbops were anciently calPd Apoſtles, the Apo- 


tles Succeſſors, the Of-fpring of the Apoſtolicul Seed ; andl their Sees, 


Sedes Apoſtolice, as is proved at large by e Mr. Bingham, in his Chri- 
{tian Antiquities. Now it ſeems unaccountable, how theſe emi- 
nent 77il-s and Characters came to be thus appropriated to particular 
Perſons, in Contrad iſt inct ion to the reſt of the Cera), if other Mi- 
riſters, that belong'd to their reſpect ive Churches, had in every reſ- 
pect, the ſame /peritual Powers and Pierogatives in common with 
them. And d bab 

Biſhops than mere Presbyters; for it is an undeniable Obſervation, 
that no Presbyter was called by that Name, by any Writers 


Presbyters; it cannot be infer red: thence; that they took them both 
for one and the ſame Order: For ſince we find them elſewhere 


plainly dit ing uiſb'd, it may be reaſonably ſuppos d they were ſtyłd 
ſo, either upon the Account of their. Age, in regard they were gene- 
rally Perſons of advanced Tears, or te denote their Authority, as 
Charch-Governours, according to the general Import and Stgnificas 
And no better Grounds ha ve you to 
infer this, from that noted Expreſſion of St. Ignatius, of the one 
Altar, and one Biſhop. For the manifeſt Drift and Purport of it, is 
my ſto recommend Unity, and condemn Schiſms and Diviſions in the 


Church. And, © by the Word Altar, the Antiems undoubtedly 


yOUlmeant no other than the Communion Table, in the Cathedral, or Mo- 


Ops, 
OWI 


helc hey rever make uſe of this Expreſhon to de note Biſhop,, When either they recount the different Orders in 


SuC he Miniſtry, or Socake of any of rhe ſupe riour Order in heir own time, e dee Mr. Dodwell de une 


her Church; where the Bifbop had his See, and to which all the 
| | * Bi | Clergy 


a De Preſcriptions. b B. 3. e. 3. c Vol: ift. d. It is '6bſerv'd by the learned biſhop Pear/on, that 


ati, and Mr. Mede's Works. P. 326. 


tleſs, they muſt mean ſomething more by theſe 


| of melt 
Ages. 4 And tho? Biſhops have been, by ſome few of them, call'd 
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Clergy of his Dioceſe then. belong'd, who liv'd in a Body with him, 
and were thence deputed to officiate in other Places; there being no 
Miniſters fixed; upon particular Congregations, till ſome Ages after. 
Nie, this is no more inconſiſtent with other ſubordinate. Altars, 
or Churches, than the Jemiſh Temple ( in Alluſion to which, it is 
thought to be ſpoken, ) was with the Synagog nes. 1 
But, 1 a Biſhop, anciently had but one Congregation: (the 
Revorſe of which has been often unanſwerably proved) yet it by 
no means follows, that he was no more than a; nere Presbyteri For 
it is not the number of Souls committed to his Charge, but the 
Powers and Priviledges, that conſtitute a Biſhop, a diſtinct Order in 
the Church. TT RR | 2161.19 
And it is fo far from being Eſfential to the Epiſcopal Office, to have 
ſeveral Congregations under his Care, that we read of ſundry: Per- 
* inveſted with that ſacred ¶Hanamer, that at firſt had ſcarce any 
Cong reg ation at all to ſuper intend, till they had converted thoſe they 
were ſent to, to the Chriitian Farrh : As was the Caſe of Gregory 

Norris it of any. weight againſt this Suac aon, that the: Apoſtles V: 
were anſettl ed; for ſo. may Biſhops lawfully be, when the Occaſi- 
ons of the Church require it, as Lapus and Germanus, two French 
Biſhops came over hither, when Polaging had infected the Britaius 
with his Hereſy: Beſides, that this is not univerſally tnue of them, 
as appsars from St. James's conſtant Reſdence at Jer alem. Nor 
that, thay. were Pexſons of extraordinary Endowments 1, tor no Body 
maintains, that Biſbops ſuceeeded tho Apoſtles in their extraordinary 
Capacity; bus in that ordinary, laſting part of their Office, the Pow - 
eg of Ordination and ſpiritual Juriſdiction; in Which reſpett the 4+ 
paſlles rhomſolves ars often call d Biſhopo by the Ancients. | 

And if their extr aondinary Eulommemis were an Argument againſt [1 
this. Succ aſſſam, it. would equally deſtroy all Church-Powers; for! 
they were Perſons thus gifted, that at firſt exercis'd every one of 


* 
* 


EFD r 
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i her: ang Were it other wiſe, how can you. think their nſettled- an 
#4 + * 2 - pF * : * b oy 4 * & 2 : 

125,05 extraordinary Endowments, ſhould affect tliis Succeſſion, wy 
* ö ; o # ' , { ) 4 . | 8 a * 4 \ 4 l f 2 * + . yy gd | £ | A WilEn « 


„ ( ay 1 
when your r vun Miniſters tay clatm to it notwithſtanding. ? Nor, 
"Lofty, Is the wolimeited Power of the Apbſfles any beter Argu- 


ett aga inſt this Sworeffor, For the Oe May be the fame, the? 


the eatrmr of Power be more in one than fn another; as the Biſhop 
of Pagabium was as real a Biſhop, as the Biſhop of Rome: Beſides, 


| that every Biſhop is a Biſhop of the untverſal Church, and as ſuch 


thay, won nerofſary Octiſions, difcharge his OHice in any part of it, as 
we have ſundry Inſtances of this kind in Charchs Fly, But, ad- 
mit this were an extrabrdinury Privilege of the Apoſtles, it can be 
no Proof againſt a Suertſſion, in the ordinary part of their Office, 
which's alf that we COntend for. And as for the ninterinptedaeſs of 
this Sec eſton, eſpecially in the Chirrth of Eulund, it has been ſo of- 
ten, and fo ſatisfactorily vindicated by * learned Men, that it is 
unaccountable to me how any ſhould call it in Queſtioon. 

- Laftly, we have an . Preſcription of above Fifteen. Huntred 


| Yetrs for this right of Biſbops, founded upon the fame Hiſtorical E- 


vidence, and the fame Cztholick Tradition that we have for the Books 
of Seripture; during which Time, the whole Body of Chriſtians, e- 
ven the Heretitks, and Schiſmaticts themſelves were governed 
them ; who, tho widely differing from the Church, and each other, 
upon ſeveral other Heads, yet, amidſt that ſtrange variety of Sects 
and Perſwaſions, were b generally agreed in this. And when ſome 
of the foreign reformed Churches, chang'd this primitive Form of 
Charch-Government, © they have generally own'd, at firſt, That it 
was owing to _ Neceſſity ; and ſeveral worthy Members of them 
have ſince wiſh'd, that they might be govern'd by Biſhops, 
And to let you fee, how- unreaſonable thoſe defadel People are, 
who condemn this Government as u#tawfnl and Antichtiſtian, we 
have the Teſtimony of the moſt eminent Men, in all theſe Churches, 
in favour of it; as may be ſeen at large in My. Dureilis View of the 


A— — 


vanc'd to the contrary about the Culdee's and the Waldenſes 


5 diſprov'd by Biſhop Loyd in his 


iRorical Account, and Mr. Th:mas, in his forecited Reply to Mr. 7. Owens s Plea. © See the 
the foreign reformed Churches. ? | | * Judgment ot 


Go- 


a Mi. Maſon, Mr. Brown, Mr. Zobnfon, Dr. Fiddes, &c. b Yeu may ſee What your. Writers have ad- 
clearly 


: 
s 2 ˙ ͤ.. ] . OS 


J. 


Government, of the reformed. C hurches zor Sea. Among theſe, the 
Bohemians, or Moravians (as we read in Comeniuss Hiitory) former- 
ly. thought rhe Epiſcopal Government ſo abſolutely neceſſary, that, 
having loſt their Biſbops by the Popiſh Perſecution, and fearing that 
an Ordination by Presbyters might not be /awfal, they ſent three of 
their Meniſters to the Wales :5, to be ordain'd Biſbops, that by that 
means they might have Epr/co d Orders tigen among them, as 
appears from the Sequel of that Hiſtory 
To which, let — add an Epiſtle, — — by the Miniſters of 
Geneva, not many Years fince, to the Univerſity of Oxford; where- 
in they expreſs their entire Approbation of our Epiſcopal Govern- 
ment, and how joyfully they wou d receive it, were they bur in a 
Condition ſo to do. 
In a Word, we have the Neben. as of the a other ancient 72 
.thers, ſo, of b $+. Jerome himſelf in favour of Biſbops, who expreſſy 
ſtiles them, the Apoſtles Sugceſſors ; appropriates the Power of Or- 
dination to them, and derives their Orig inal from the 1% tles, cal 
ling their Government an Afoſtolical Tradition, and laſtly, affirms, 
that the three Orders of Biſhops, Prieſts and Deacons i in 4 Church 
anſwer to Aaron, and his Sons, and Levites in the Temple. And 
therefore, this Epiſcopal Government cannot be a Creature of the Civ 
Pamer, as ſome have falſely ſuggeſted ; for we find Bifbops long i 
Being, before we read of any Chriſtian Princes, to give them thei 
Authority: and ſince their embracing the Chriſtian Faith, how t. 
could they confer upon others, what they were never pollefs'd. o 
"themſelves? It is then their Temporalitys only, not their Jpiritad ſe 
Towers, that they owe to their Favour, Which, even when depriv” 
of, they, are as real. Biſhops as before. 
And fo far is this Government. from, being Popiſh,: as it has bee | 
5 epreſented, to prejudice ignorant People àgainſt it, that th] 
Sc hool- Men, and the Pope's Creatures in the Council of 3 Wel 
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the firſt Men, after the Her 
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ck Aerius, that held your Doctrine of 


Parity. ©1407 5461 9717 
| And no better appearance of Reaſon have you to repreſent our 
Biſhops, as a diſtinei Species from thoſe of the Primitive Church. 
For tho” they enjoy certain temporal Powers and Advantages, by the 
favour of our Princes, which the latter could not be poſleſs'd of, 
whilſt the Church was in a State of Perſecution, yet in regard theſe 
are purely accidental to their Epiſcopal Office, they cannot make an 
Eſſential Difference between them, DF” SO ED, 


Io apply this to our own Caſe, and ſpeak a little more home to 


my preſent Purpoſe. 


Bince it is allow'd on all Hands, that there muſt be a Goderu- 


ment in the Church; ſince in every Government, Reaſon requires 
that there ſhould be ſome Subordination between its Members, to 
prevent Diſorder and Confuſion; fince the ee Government is 
ſo highly agreeable with Reaſon, Scripture, and Antiquity; fince the 
Biſhops, as ſuch, claim no other Authority, but what is abſolutely 
neceſſary to the Church in all Ages, and was plainly deriv'd to 


-them from the Apoſtles, as Theirs was from our Saviour, who autho- 


riz'd them to govern his Charch, and conſtitute Sacceſſors to them- 
ſelves, as appears from hisxown expreſs Words, As my Father hath 
ſent me, ſo ſend J you ; ſince, laſtly, all Churches in the World were 
govern'd by them, till the Reformation, and we ot this Nation ha ve 
theſe Primitive Church-Governoars ſtill continued among us: It de- 
ſer ves Conſideration, how thoſe who have not only withdrawn them- 


ſelves from their Government, but ſet-up ee e and Of. 


-ficers, or joys with them, can be acquitted from acting againſt lam- 
ful Authority; and whether it be not far ſafer to ſubmit to their 

Covernment? G Hiss C4573T&8 | IHE} 1 Ma 
For though we ſhould ſuppoſe thoſe: peculiar Powers, which have 
been ſo long veſted in Biſhops, were orig inally eommon to Presby- 
ters, which is all that you contend for; yet/even in that Caſe} we ſtand 
26 up 


John 20. 21. 


| - | 
ee Targs of Security. For thus to limit te exe e of 
them to particular Perſons, for the preventing of Diviſions, and the 
Preſervation of Order and Rogutarity in the Church, is con ſeſſedly 
lawful in it ſelf, and couſomant to aur 0:3 Practice: and therefore can- 
not be thought to violas e the Inſtitution, or null the Adminifivation 
of them; whereas, if the Epiſcopd! Order be of divins Tuſt iratuon, us 
(Ithiak) is ſafſictiently proved; by oppoſing of it, you, in effect, 
ſtriue againſt Goa, and do, what in you lieth, to annui and carvel 
his divine Ordinance. . 4 [F907 30; ins 
_ And your Miniſters are gulty of the lugheft' Vſurpation, hy cxerci- 
ling choſe ſpiritual Powers, which do not of rightibelbagr6"em\/as 
having no lamful Gommiſſion for it: whence it may be reaſoablyique- ix. 
{Uon'd, whether their adminiſtrations are not mall and invalis, and 
in Conſequence thereof, whether you»haye not more reaſon to 
doubt of your having been Baptis d, according to Chri#'s Inſtitution, 
than for any ſcruple Whatever, upon which you ſeperate from the 
e 

Certainly, the Practice of the untverfal Church, ſo directly 
ite to yours, for about 1500 Tears, with the Decroes of er 
feveral-of the moſt Authentict Councils + in refeerence to this Mat- |. 
ter, muſt he allow d to be abundanc Grounds: of Suſpicion to any 
rational Man; that will but ſeriouſly and» impartially reflect y 
upon it. Inueod, ſome of the foreign reformed Churches, have Ene 
pleaded vecaſſey for tlieir irregular Ordinations, which, how far PIs 
it may be allow'd of, is not my buſineſs. to enquire; But this fg 
cannot ſo much as be pretended to in hour Caſe: And therefore ? 
whatever Alomumes may be made in favour of them, your Condi- Inis 
F 
Hill 
en 


tion will be equally dangerous notwithſtanding. 
But, waving the further Proſecution of this Argument, I pro- 

ceed, 'Setowdly, to lay, r whe your Obligation ro return to the | 

Communion: of the oſtabliſb Church; and this, I humbly conceive, n 


F | : 
Every Chriſtian-isa Member of * Church of Chin; every Mem- 
ber is oblig'd to hold external Communion with that part of Chriſs 
Charch, where it can be /awfully had, for the publicſt Worthip of 
God; and Profe ſſion of our . Now, this you may lfu 
do witli the eſtalliſhd Church of Ene land. For, that it enſeyns nd 
ſinful Terms of Communion, has been ſufficientiy preved by Mr. 
Hoaler, Dr. Faulkner, and others, is own'd by all the Reformed Chur- 
ches beyond Sea, and by the more knowing, and moderate Men of 
your * own Party; and your Practice of repairing occaſionaliy to our 
Aſſemblys plainly ſnews it. Whence it neceffarily follows, that 
[you are oblig'd in Conſcience, conſtantly to join in Communion with 
- it; becauſe you cannot lawfully joyn with any ſeparate Congregations, 
that have withdrawn themſelves from it; for this would be ma- 
king a rent in this part of Chriſt's Chureh, contrary to your Ding 
„ ſof promoting Peace and Unity therein; joyning with -Separutiſts, anc 


e [partaking of tlieir Sin, inftead of avoiding I ue #5" taufe Devifions, 
as b. St. Paul enjoyns.' & JJ 
And here, for your fuxther Conviction, I heſeeeh you to confi- 
der, beſides the © Conformity of this Church, with Scripture and 

tquity, both in matters of Frith, and in the Eſſentials oł Charch- 
overnment and divine Worſhip, its Settlement in cheſe Ningdoms, 
by all forts of lawful Authority, both Civil and  Errlofmſticel, which: 
he Apoſtles St. Peter and St. Paul ſtri&tly' enjoyn Obedience and 
Submiſſron'to and therefore cannot be diſabey'd; without a mani 


FCC 
© | Nor will the Act of Ibleration acquit you fromithis Guilrʒ becauſe 


„ his is no more than an Exemprion from the Penalries, which by 
he Lars of the Land, you were befbre ſubject to; deſign'd for the 
— eſit of ſcrupulous Conſc tences. „ OM I | 
For ſince the Acts of Uniformivy, withiſevoral Royal Proclamations, 
©, Fill remain in force and anrepeuled, no Power upon Earth can di. 
ſenſe ich your Oledienos to them, becauſe nd human Act can i 
e- DIM eee d year own Anthorequored by Dr Nenner ip. his. Abridecwent of che 


dem Caſes. a Epheſ. 4. v. 3, b 16. v. 17. \ Bali's Anden wm 
MAAS. 168, Ac. ann „A e Boe Ball's Vindicatiom.of t Church of 


(--x8 5 

genſe with the Laws of God, which up this Obedience; eſpecial- 
ly, ſince your Diſebedience is attended witli the breach of other 
Duties, as want of Charity, Moderation, and that due Regard which 
you owe to the public Peace and Happiueſs, as has been undeniably 
proved by the preſent Biſhop of Bang or, in an excellent ſmall Trac 
of his, entituled, A Perſmaſive to La)-Conformity. N 
But that your Separation may appear the more inexcuſabls ſtill, T 
ſhall briefly ſhew you, that your common Pleas will by no means 
juitifie it. N 7 Ars F THEE HNAS ERAWO 380 
Firſt, not Corruption in Practice, or ſome. eee Exrors in 
Doctrine, only tolerated, and not enjand; for theſeare not Szzs in us, 
as long as we do not joyn with tlie corrupted Members in them; 
and that we may, and ouglit.to communicate with ſuch, in the publick 
Offices of Devotion, appears from the Conſideration of the Jepiſb 
urch, in the time of the Sant of Eli; the Seven Charches in tlie 
Revelation, and that of Corinth, which, tho? very much corrupted, 
yet was Separation ſo far from being allowable, upon that Score, 
that we find St. Paul expreſly condemning Diviſions in the laſt of 
them. 1 1 | Hine 177 
And indeed, were you bound to ſeparate from every Church, 


175 
; 


where any Errors, Abuſes, or Corruptions are, I dare ſay, there is 


not a Church upon Earth you eou'd joyn in (ommunion with; for 


there is none, on this ſide Heaven, free from them: And according- 


ly, the Proteſtants of the oppoſite Confelſions, ha ve often expreſs'd their 
readineſs to communicate with the Lutherans, notwithſtanding 
their Errors of Ubiquity, and Conſubſtantia tion. 
Secondly, not enjoying 4 mc re profitable Miniftry,,or living under a 
more hure Diſcipline, for this plain Reaſon, becauſe we are not to 
commit Sin, for promoting 4 good End; as Schiſm,or a cauſeleſs Se- 
paration, is allowed on all Hands to be. Tho I am ſo far from 
granting, that you have any juf Grounds for this Objection, that 
I am verily perſwaded, the publick Worſhip ot God is as well provi- 
ded for, and all the neceſſary Points of Doctrine and Practice, as ad- 


antageouſiy ſet forth, and powerfully recommended, under the Mi. 


nftry of this Church, as in any other whatſoever. And 
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And if we have not that primitive Diſcipline, which is ſo much 
wiſh:d for, it can be aſcribed to nothing more than the unhappy 


Sects and Diviſions we have amongſt us: However, it is unreaſona- 


ble to condemn the Conſtitution it ſelf, for the perſonal Neglects and 
Abuſes of it, which are common to all Churches. 5 
Thirdly, Nor Impoſition of Farms, or Ceremonies neither commanded 


nor forbidden in Scripture. * For nothing is unlawful, but what 1s 


a Breach of ſome Command ; and as long as #hey are lawtul in them- 
ſelves, how can their being exjoyned by juſt Authority, make thein 
unlamful? £19 7 BU . 
For, that it is the Province of the Civil Magiſtrate, who is the Guardian of 
both Tables, with the concurrence of Church- Officers, to concern himſelf in 
regulating the Circumſtantials of Religious Worſhip, appears from the appro- 
ved Practice of the fewiſh Kings and Chriſtian Emperors. And fince both 
Reaſon and Scripture require Order and Decency in the Worſhip of God, and 
for this End, ſome indifferent things muſt neceſſarily be determin'd ; It is 
plain, there is a Power, lodg'd in ſome Hands for this Purpoſe, and this doubt- 
leſs none can lay a juſter claim to, than our fawful Super iors: And, if they 
may lawfully determine ſome indifferent things, by parity of Reaſon, they 
muſt have the ſame Power in any others of that kind ; provided, they tend 
to Order and Decency in the Church, which (it may be reaſonably ſuppos'd) 
they themſelves are the beft Fudges of. i 
And accordingly, we have the 2 publick Confeſſions and Practice of other 
Churches, nay, the Practice of your own Party, with reſpect to the Directory; 
to confirm this Dect᷑rine. 21 . | 
And certainly, if there be any Authority at all, in, or over the Church (and 
it is unnaccountable, how it can be a regular Society without it) it muſt ex- 


tend to theſe things, they being the leaſt (conceivable ) ſubject-Matter that 


it can be exercis'd upon. | 

But, admit it were a Matter of reaſonable Doubt, whether our Governours 
are poſſe ſs d of this Power, or no; yet, even in that Caſe, you ſhould obey 
them in all their /awful Commands, according to that known Maxim of 
Caſuiſts. In a dowbs, the ſafeſt fide is always to be follow'd. Nay, tho' they had 


no Authority at all in religious Matters, the bare Conſideration of the publick 
Peace and Happ 


8 inne ſs, ſhould determine you to pay them this Obedience, as 
manifeſtly out weighing all the inconveniences that can be ſuppos d to ac- 
crue, from ſuch a complyance with our Jawful Snperiors. 


. 2 See the forecited Mr. Durel's View. 
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an A Werd, for the uſd of Forms, we have ſufficient Warrant from fün- 
dry Precedent of this kind, both in the 01d and New T. eft ament, back'd with 
the concurrent Practice ofthe b Jewiſh and Chriftian Church in al Ages; e- 
ven the Preſbyterians. themſelyes, i in all other Dominions, uwanimouſly Agree- 
ing in the uſe of them. And by condemning, our Ceremonies, as unlamful Im- 
poſit ions; you condemn not only the Pri mit ive Church, but thoſe foreign Re- 
formed Churches which now uſe them, the old Puritans, and even the leadin 
Men of your own Party, * the e Conference at Hampton · Court, have al- 
tow'd of thoſe whieh you L as both Lawful and Primitive. 
And it is obfervable char at the ign Proteſtant Chur ches which, want 
theſe, are ſo far from condemning their 1 3 upon this Score, that they 
do not ſcruple to hold Communion with them and us notwithſtanding. And, 
if it be not Haft for one National Church, to ſeparate from the Communion 
of another, upon the account of theſe iudaffereutRites and Ceremonies, much 
| leſs can it be ſo, for private Perſons, to ſeperate from the Communion | 
of that Church to which they br lang which is ſo highly unreaſonable, that (I 
\ believe) Hiſtory affords, no ts bange of t his kind, i iu auy other Country what ſoe vor · 
1 ls it not ſtrange then, that theſe ſhould be made a Plea for Schar at ion hen 
| they are ſo far from being ungas'd upon us, as Part of Religion, that they 
are really no more than mere Circuniſt ances of it, confſſedl indifferent in them - 
ſelves, and alter able b 16 the ſame Authority that firſt enjoyn d them? Cer- 
taiuly our Sevieur and his Apeſiles were of 2 very different Judgment from 
you in this Matter; for we have ſeveral Inſtances of their Complyance with 
Jewiſp Rites and  Obſervauces, tho but of human Inſtitution: But theſe are ſo 
obvious, that-it is needle ſi to be more, particular in ſo plain a Cale. ..'. .- 
Nor will it ſtand you in any Read, that you act according to the Diller 
of your Conſciences.. For you Sin in following them, as well as in acting 
againſt them, whilſt they are Erroneous; as you know! St. Paul. did, When 
— $o% Chriſtians, tho! he rhought he did God ſervice; And therefore, 
Jour Pat) in this Caſe 1 is, to uſe the wg means Sac __ to undeceius au Aſeluſ | 
re TS: im, 
ns 2 5 Vskut, for further Satisfackion vpon theſe Ran, S 1 wefer you to Dr. Ben 
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